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U.K. Patent Application 81141588 
PM 1088/9 Delta - Our file: 23844. 


In accordance with your instructions of 10th November 1981, the request 
for examination in this case has been filed and the necessary fee paid 
in due time. 


We have been considering possible amendment of the claims for the purposes 
of examination, but following your letter of 26th October, with the US 
amendments, we have been in correspondence on the Argentine application 
where various suggestions have been made. In particular, your letter 
of 16th November, recommends that the mass of tobacco material be 
distinguished from the Cook reference by mention of comminuted tobacco 
or extruded comminuted tobacco. Bob Shaw subsequentially suggested that 
the latter limitation was undesirable. 

However, in the British application we are faced with the US patent of 
Moses, 3516417, and in particular with Fig. 4, where the body of -the 
cigarette is formed of ’a roll of compacted or moulded tobacco of a 
cigarette blend* and has a central void which communicates with a perforation 
in the seal 5 with a mouthpiece composed of densely packed tobacco. We 
should be interested to hear your views on the constitution of the charge 
of tobacco implied by this language. Although this particular reference 
has been drawn to the attention of the US Examiner, he has not apparently 
chosen to cit it and so we do not have any discussion in the US amendment. 

Rather than file amended claims which might subsequently need further, 
review, we would prefer to resolve these outstanding matters while still 
hoping to present amended claims for the purposes of examinationiwithin the 
next month or so. 


Please let us have your comments. 



Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/pskjOOOO 
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